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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^| Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 February 2008 . 
2a )£3 This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^3 Claim(s) 84-115 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 84-115 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) L~H The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following communication is in response to Applicant's amendment filed 20 February 
2008. 

Status of Claims 

2. Claims 1-83 are cancelled. Claims 84-115 are currently amended. Claims 84-115 are 
currently under prosecution in this application. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's amendment to the claims has also caused new grounds of rejection under 35 
U.S.C. 112. 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 84-1 15 have been considered but are not 
persuasive as discussed below. 

5. Regarding claims 87-89, 95-97, 103-105 and 1 11-113, the Examiner first notes that the 
preamble has not been given patentable weight because the recitation occurs in the preamble. A 
preamble is generally not accorded any patentable weight where it merely recites the purpose of 
a process or the intended use of a structure, and where the body of the claim does not depend on 
the preamble for completeness but, instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to 
stand alone. See In re Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 
F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). 
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6. In response to applicant's argument that the prior art fails to teach "enabling a 
simultaneous display of said plurality of unsorted transactions having fields filled with 
transaction data. . .". A recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must result in a 
structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is capable of 
performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. Applicant's use of "enabling" is not 
functional. Therefore Applicant is reminded that, given the broadest reasonable interpretation, 
the prior art systems only be "enabled" to simultaneously display said plurality of unsorted 
transactions. The Examiner suggests amending the claim to provide functionality (ex: 
simultaneously displaying a plurality of unsorted transactions on the debtor's computer 
screen. . ." and "inserting a plurality of the category items..."). This adds functionality to the 
claim rather than reciting intended use. 

7. The amended language has been addressed below in the rejection under 35 U.S. C. 103. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claims 87-89, 95-97, 103-105 and 1 11-113 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 87-89, 95-97, 103-105 and 1 11-113 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph because the phrase "unsorted transactions" renders the claim indefinite. There is no 
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discussion of unsorted transactions in Applicant's specification. Instead, Figure 3, appears to be 
sorted based on Invoice No., Date of Purchase, Send/Inv Date. Therefore, it appears Applicant is 
not going from unsorted to sorted, but rather from one sorting to another sorting. Further the 
user can insert category tags to sort based on user defined categories. Therefore it is unclear 
whether criteria such as Invoice No. and Date of Purchase are considered sorting criteria or 
whether sorting criteria are the categories only, such as "Ash St." For Examination purposes the 
claims are interpreted as claiming sorting of transactions from one label/category to another. 
Since Applicant's specification fails to teach "unsorted transactions" and the transactions listed 
in Figure 4 appear to be sorted as discussed above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 84-1 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chiasson 
U.S. Publication 2002/0002513 in view of Kitchen et al. (hereinafter Kitchen) U.S. Patent 
6,289,322. 

Regarding claims 84, 92, 100 and 108, Chiasson teaches a method for an internet hosted 
bill paying system: 
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Chiasson teaches upon one or more commands by the debtor, enabling the debtor to 
insert a plurality of category items selected by the debtor in selected open fields associated with 
the transactions and display respective selected fields filled with selected category items on the 
debtor's computer screen (page 11, paragraphs 107-109); and upon one or more commands by 
the debtor enabling the debtor to sort the transactions by one or more category items selected by 
the debtor and display the transactions sorted by said one or more category items on the debtor's 
computer screen (page 12, paragraph 0111 and paragraph 0114). Chiasson fails to show a 
debtor's computer and a debtor's computer screen that is responsive to the debtor's computer, at 
least one creditor that has a creditor's computer as well as the graphical representation. 

Kitchen teaches enabling a simultaneous display of said plurality of unsorted transactions 
on the debtor's computer screen with each unsorted transaction of at least some of the unsorted 
transactions having fields filled with transaction data which are pertinent to the unsorted 
transaction and having at least one open field open for insertion of a category item pertinent to 
the unsorted transaction (Fig. 8 and Fig 9C; column 12, lines 55-65 and column 14, lines 33-45; 
Examiner notes that the bills listed in Fig 9C enables a simultaneous display of unsorted bills and 
that they contain the "status" filed, which allows for inserting categories such as "unpaid". This 
"unpaid" can then be used to categorize/sort the bills). 

Kitchen teaches electronic bill processing between a debtor's computer and a creditor 
computer (Figures 1 and 2). Kitchen also teaches the a graphical representation with buttons for 
adding categories and viewing or sorting by the categories (Figure 8, 14 and 9 A and column 13, 
line 1 thru 25 and column 13, line 48 thru column 14, line 15). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant's invention to modify the 
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category teachings of Chiasson to include the graphical representation and computer network 
teachings of Kitchen because it allows for the visual representation of bills when paying bills 
over a computer network. 



Claims 85, 93, 101, 109, Chiasson teaches further comprising the step of: enabling a 
display of said plurality of category items as category item buttons on the debtor's computer 
screen so that the debtor can activate selected category item buttons for displaying said selected 
category items in said selected open fields on the debtor's computer screen (page 1 1 , paragraph 
109). Kitchen also teaches enabling a display of said plurality of category items as category item 
buttons on the debtor's computer screen so that the debtor can activate selected category item 
buttons for displaying said selected category items in said selected open fields on the debtor's 
computer screen (Figure 8 and 9A and column 13, line 1 thru 25 and column 13, line 48 thru 
column 14, line 15). 



Claims 86, 94, 102 and 110, Chiasson fails to teach the graphical representation of rows 
on the computer screen. Kitchen teaches the steps off enabling a display of rows of line items on 
the debtor's computer screen with each line item representing a transaction and having 
transaction data columns and a category item column wherein the transaction column has fields 
filled with said transaction data and said the category item column has an open field; upon the 
debtor activating a selected line item and then activating a selected category item button, 
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enabling a display of the open field for the selected line item filled with the category item 
associated with the selected category item button (Figure 9C). 

Regarding claims 87-89, 95-97, 103-105 and 1 11-113, Chiasson in view of Kitchen 
teaches the use of categories for labeling bills and viewing bills. 

Claims 90, 98, 106 and 1 14, Chiasson teaches that bills are for products or services 
purchases. Chiasson fails to show the graphical representation. Kitchen teaches displaying at 
least some of the sorted transactions on the debtor's computer screen which includes at least 
product or services purchased, amount paid for the product or services and date paid transaction 
data (Figure 9B and Figure 1 1 and Figure 13). 

Claims 91, 99, 107 and 115, Chiasson in view of Kitchen teach approving the bill paying. 
Chiasson in view of Kitchen fail to teach enabling the display of an account balance in a 
monetary funding account with the monetary funding activity on the debtor's computer screen. 
Official Notice is taken that viewing account balances before paying bills is old and well known 
in the financial arts. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Chiasson in view of Kitchen to 
allow for viewing the account balance before paying the bills because it allows a check to see if 
there is sufficient funds to cover the bill amount. 
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Conclusion 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to STEFANOS KARMIS whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6744. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on (571) 272-6783. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Respectfully Submitted 
/Stefanos Karmis/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3693 
16 January 2009 



